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Nov. 11, 1971

\vl %o the national antiwar steering committee,
From Fred Halstead
Some thoughts on Nov. 6 and the present period:

First on the demonstration here in Chicago: Personally I was cuite

pleased by the turnout on the march, which streatched seven blocks

taking up half of State Street with fairly solidly packed marchers.

T estimated 10,000 on the march. However the crowd at the rally

loonked smaller, perhaps 5,000 or a 1little more at the height. Perhaps
. because of the cold day. The police gave us 5,000. The newspapers

¥.... frem 2,000 to 6,000, (The reporters are all convinced the war is

S practically over and the anti-war movement is dead, and it really

colors their reporting.) I estimate the crowd was only about one third

.college students, about one third high school, and about one third

“ workers in thelr twenties. But this latter is just a guess. There

wag almost no trade union presense as such. None of the trade union

. who endorsed brought anything, not even one sign, from their
~unions.

'~ The crowd was very different from crowds at previous demonstrations. o
. It was very enthusiastic and very serious. It was in sfriking contrast
" to the Oct. X¥x 31,zxwwixwhimhx 1970 crowd, which was sma’ler, of
‘course, but also had a lot of ultra lefts in it and which had a
“generaily much less serious demeanor. We had very little tr~uble.
- only one small attempt at the stare by some ultra lefts which was
- very easily handled by a group of black mx marshals an S'P contact
brought down. The c¢rowd responded well to stuff on the wage freeze
and the war.

It 1s my opinion tkat the organization of this demonstration was
probably the best we've ever had in Chicago, and I would bet that's

+ true in other places as well., There was a very solid core of serious
- SMCers and independerts as well as our own people who wor'red quite

" .well. We could have handled a crowd of many tires the size.

. The PCPJ-Chicago Peace Council did very little,x and it was obviously

. an NPAC show. The CP was hardly in evidence except in the form of '
the old Peace Council xkam stalwarts. Not even very many Daily world
salesmen, PL-SDS was there and since this is thelr national
headquarters and since they put out leaflets to bulld their contingent
we expected something from them, but they didn't have much, and they .
behaved themselves.

ok ok sk sk ok sk ok ok ook sk

It is interesting to compare the current situvation with that in
the fall of 1967, wiwk which was the same distance away from the
presidential election. That's the main similarity. The differences
are instructive. At that time it was universally expected that
Johnson would be the Democrstic Party nominee in 1968. But Johnson
"+, . was synonimous with the escalation of the war, and trete was great
@) bitterness against him, The liberal left, the ultra lefts, and the
. ° CP were all frantically castines ahout for some electoral aiternative
0 to Johnson, even to the point of playing with third party movements.
b This fact gave the antiwar movement more unity on the surface at 1 east
)Vﬁ‘ than is pnssible now, with the srme forces universal'y expecting the
‘ - Democrats to nowinate some sort of a "peace cardidate." Tmnder these
condidt ions, the pull of liberal Deroctatic Party electorsl politics ~¢
i @ LI On s apd the antiyar movemen lﬁ.alxaadxgigslingwixq» e
much earlier fhan four years azo. In my opinion it is incnrrect to
ascribe the mndest turnoute Wov. 6 simply to Nixon's attempts to look
like he is getting out of Vi-tnam. A majior factor is the pull of
the 8% 1972 elections and all t-at means reg-rdinz the liberals,
CP, ard the ultra lefts, as well as the trade union bureaucrats.

‘ Another hir differerce hetwern the sitvation four vearsmago and kkx
. at this time is that the antiwar sertient is much more widespread

~ now than it was then. In the fall of 1967 the antiwar sentirent
was larse, but it was stw“l a winority sentirert. I recall the
terrible difriculty we “ad rcetting huses, for example, for the march
on Vashington (the Penta=zon a'frair)., e were told the drivers unions
had forced cancellation. V' ot er that was exactly true or rot, it '
was possible at trat time. Ve were ® operstine in a sea of bostllity. o
Now the situation ig the oprnsite. We oper~te in a sea of friendlines Y

";however apathetic‘d’qqyubvwf
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And yet, the turnouts on 'he Pentagon march and (Cakland draft
demonstrations in the fall of 1967 were considered very large, w'ile
the turnouts for this Nov. 6 are considered very modest with an
occassional exception such as Denver. Actually, the total numbers
involved in Oct., 1967 were somewhat smaller than the total numbers
this Nov. 6, but the ®m immediate national impact was much greater

four years ago.

Wxkxdmexxkhx In any case, the turnout for Nov. 6 was raelatively
very much smaller than the turrout for ¥mx Oct. 1967, relative to
the overall antiwar sentiment. What does this indicate? 1In my
opinion it indicates a very widespread set of XxXiwxszimm illusions:
Ig A belief on the part of many people that Nixon actually is

o getting out. 2) A belief that the Democrats are sure to nominate =
aeso g "peacet oandidate who will get us out very soon if Nixon doesn't ¢
" pbefore the election. One or the other, or a combination of both,
0f these beliefs being extremely widespread, is, in my opinion,
.- the real explanation for the modest size of Nov. 6..

~ But these beliefs hold tenuous sway in a population overwhelmingly i
... against the war and any shattering of these illusions, either before =~ |
the election or sEEER after, MW, could result in an explosive
situation. As of now, as a result of Nov. 6, NP.C is in a good
- position to take advantage of such a situation when it occurs. The
‘wkwx Ywhen'" is, of course, a big cuestion mark. It depends on things
~ outside of our' control not the lcast of which is the actual military

s8ituation in IndoChina. : o '

Now some thoughts on the friends of peace in the labor bureaucracys
This 1s a very contradictory scene. (n the one hand NPAC got more
labor endorsement and lip service for Nov. 6 than ever before, and i
on: the miw other hand (it xmkxkmxx is my impression) it got less actual -
~ help than before. This I think is due to the prevelance of the R
- above illusions inm the union bureacracy as well as the fact that they -
are almost exclusively c-ncerned with solving threir problems by the ‘
election of IkkmwexXxdexmxrakxx Democrats. But here the contradiction -
becomes even more sharp. The labor leaders for peace can be reasonably .
asgtired that the Democrats will nominate someone who will make noises =
like a peace éandidate. But even the peaceiest peace candidates ;
for president are not against the wage freeze. And this is the real
. bread and butter question for the bureaucrats. This contradiction,
however cruclial, will probahbly develop slowly. For the timek being,
I have almost no confidence that we'll get anything at all from the-
- labor bureaucrats because everytring they do will be from the point
wi.+ o of view of trying to corall supnort for the Democrats. The rank and’
~i. file, however, is very friendly to the "freeze the war, not wapges"
theme., This whole cuestion deserves considerable thought and careful
attention to tactics. I would caution against letting it slide or
o develop in a routine way. I don't know what has harpened with the
v ldea to have a labor meeting initiated by NPAC. The only thing T
,'.. 2 heard was from Hilton Hanna, who told me he had called several
. eople, including Murray Finley of ACW, and that they told him they
W didn't think such a meeting would be useful before spring. To me
’ this indicated they were thinking of it only as a ploy for the
elections, like they did the Iabor Teadership Assembly for Peace
which launched McCarthg's campaienx. Harna said he would call
Gordon about this. Put Rachael told me Grrdon hasn't heard from
oo Hanna. Where does this proiect stand? Are you clear what we want
wet oato de-about it? - !

Obiectively the situation would serm to rrovide an opening. That is,
the labor movement sorely needs an answer to the acdminstration's
assertion that it is wapes that cause inflation. The peace movement
provides such an ansiveri military sverding is a mainr cause of
‘ inflation, freeze the war not wases. Anyone interested in really
nal’ing a fight on this cuestion oucht tn bhe interested in seeing a
X ¥% formation develnp which would mae this arsument consistently
and 1n the name of a section of lahor. Indeed we have indications
that such obvious tiouzhts have penetrated even tre fat heads of
some bureaucrats. Gibbons, winse head is less fat than most, but
whose present pnsition is as an official of an International that
formally supports thre fre-ze, encourreed us to pas- out the warge
freeze antiwar letter at the midwest IPT corvention, where it was

""‘well recieved._  But nobndy is 1-ing their neck,K ou
etc. are so hell bent ?orytﬁg %E%gc%g%sAtie§ gg%'t sgé,gggt%?SgFégégys’
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. Should NPAC move witrout them? Then ﬁ~ith whom? I don't have the
-answer. I hope a decision like this wfll not be left to an off-hand
remark in a staff meeting.

e ok ok 3 ok 3k ok 3k 3k 3k o ok ok ok 3k

Dellinger was the PCPJ spealer Nov. 6 in Cricaso. He arrived late.

I had already spoken. His sreech was not bad, but pessémistic as

usual. He told me he really wanted to talk to mex and would I be

in N.Y. in the near future. I told him I didn't know. If you think
there is any point in my going to talk to him, let me know. ;
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(T P.C. Box 47I Cooper Station
“ New York, New York IO003

Noveniber 16, I97I

Jack Barnes
New York

Dear Jack,

On Monday, November I5, we received in the National Office a
counter political resolution submitted for publication in the YSA
pre-convention discussion bulletin entitled'"Toward A Mass Working

' Class Youth Movement: A Resolution on Perspectives."

It is signed by six ¥YSA comrades from five different YSA locals.
Two of the signers, Carol Merrill and Dick Merrill from the Boston
- local, are members of the Boston branch of the SWP as well.

The resolution clearly attacks positions adopted by the party

- at its most recent convention. To our knowledge, the two party mem-

o bers in question are fully aware of the positions taken by the SWP as
Y - they participated in the Boston pre-convention discussion and attended
the SWP convention.

~ Since this document was submitted for the ¥YSA's written pre-convention
. discussion, we are proceeding with its publication.

Comradely,

frand Bock

YSA National Chairman
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